says, ‘throughout all of your land,’ here is an expansion and in 
the other place a limitation.” 


4:2 


[A] And in this regard also was Jerusalem ahead of Yabneh: 


[B] in every town which is within sight and sound [of Jerusalem], and 


nearby and [the residents of which are] able to come up to 
Jerusalem, they sound the shofar. 


[C] But as to Yabneh, they sound the shofar only in the court alone. 


[1:1 A] 


[B] 
[C] 
[D] 


[E] 


[1:2 A] 


[B] 


[C] 


This rule applies provided that all of these features [enumerated in the 
Mishnah] pertain — then excluding every town] which is within sight 
but not range of sound, 


for example where Jerusalem is above and a town below; 
or within range of sound but not sight, because a hill intervenes; 


or within sight and range of sound but [with folk] not able to come [up 
to Jerusalem] because they are outside of the Sabbath limit; 


or within sight and range of sound and sufficiently close but [with 
folk] not able to come [up to Jerusalem] because a river intervenes. 


[F] R. Jonah asked, “What if the town has folk] able to come [to 
Jerusalem] by means of establishing fictive Sabbath boundaries?” 


As you say concerning Jerusalem that in every town which is within 
sight and range of sound, near, and [with folk] able to come [up to 
Jerusalem], they sound the shofar, 


So say thus with regard to Yavneh: Jerusalem is scripturally 
prescribed, and the towns near it are scripturally prescribed, whereas 
Yavneh is a rabbinical ordinance, and the towns near it are rabbinical 
ordinance. 


And can Rabban Yohanan ben Zakkai introduce a measure extending a 
rabbinical ordinance? Is there such a thing as a rabbinical ordinance 
upon rabbinical ordinance? 


[D] R. Simon in the name of R. Joshua ben Levi: “When the Court left 
its [normal] location for another, they did not sound the shofar.” 


[E] R. Yosé asked before R. Simon, “Even from house to house, 
even from the reception room to the sleeping room?: 


